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DR. GLOVER AND FREEDOM OF ELECTION.
:1"0 Me -Eattor Of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;It having just been brought to my notice by Sir
Crichton Browne, the chairman of Dr. Richardson’s com-
mittee, that there is an impression with some that Dr.
Glover has attempted to influence the other two votes of
his supporters, I have the authority of Dr. Glover to state
that he has on no occasion attempted, directly or indirectly,
to do so, and he begs me further to take this opportunity
to inform his friends that he desires them to feel themselves
perfectly free as regards the disposal of their other two
votes. I am, Sir, yours truly,

HENRY J. STOKES, M.D.,
Chairman of Dr. Glover’s Committee.

Compton-terrace, Highbury, N., Nov. 10th, 1886.

HENRY J. STOKES, M.D.,
Chairman of Dr. Glover’s Committee.

THE GENERAL MEETING AT THE COLLEGE OF
SURGEONS.

To the Editor of THE LANCET. 

SIR,&mdash;In reference to your comment that my speech lost
much of its force owing to its being too long, and to the
persistency with which I disregarded the evident impa-
tience -of the audience, may I be allowed a few words of

explanation? My speech was calculated to last not more
than twenty minutes, but owing to the interpolation of
remarks in reply to Mr. Erichsen, whom I had been asked to
follow, and to my not having taken the precaution to look
at the clock when’ I rose, time was expended without my
being at all aware of its amount. When, for the first time
during my speech, I was interrupted, it was by the Pre-
sident concerning the Apothecaries’ Society. The remarks
which then remained would have occupied without further
interruption precisely two minutes; and as the President’s
admonition had not been cheered by the audience, and as
without a dissentient voice he requested me to proceed, I
was naturally led to suppose that the meeting was quite
ready to hear me out, and that the barometer did not indi-
cate any sudden fall within that brief space of time. A
minute later, which probably seemed longer in the close
atmosphere of the place, I was checked, for a moment only,
by a noise from the antipodes of the theatre. I pro-
ceeded with what I plainly stated was my last point,
and was within sight of the winning-post, when the
still distant and not at all intelligible noise broke out again.
As I was in the middle of a sentence and had only three
sentences more to deliver, embodying, as I thought, an im-
portant argument, and absolutely necessary to complete the
sense of the passage, I felt justified in making an effort to
outlive the jarring elements, which 1 did not recognise by
any means as the sense of the meeting generally; but, the
President intervening, I thought it would be ludicrous to
have my unheard and unknown peroration put to the vote,
unless he would read it to the malcontents, and therefore I
resumed my seat. I now ask leave to quote the amputated
sentences :&mdash;"You are approached by your professional
brethren, who ask that their representatives may sit with
you at the Council board. If you turn a deaf ear to that
claim, if you say the bulk of the profession is not worthy
of any such privilege, and your opinion is known in the high
places of the land, what effect on the social standing of the
profession must such a refusal have? The public will
estimate the rank and file of the profession at the value
placed on them by their acknowledged leaders, and, therefore,
on the decision of this question by the Council rests the
elevation or depression of the profession in the social scale."
Ever since my medico-political education commenced with
the perusal of reforming articles in THE LANCET I have
taken a deep interest in questions relating to the representa-
tion of the profession in the Medical Council and the Cor-
porations. The former I advocated twenty years ago, and
both were advocated in my Carmichael Essay, and in my
oration at the Hunterian Society in 1879. From long stand-
ing conviction, therefore, and from a sense of what is due
to the Members of the College and to the profession at large,
I have come forward again (and, as I am informed and
believe, in opposition to my private interests) to aid a
righteous and most important cause. Under these circum-
stances I hope I may expect that a casual error will be
condoned, and I can only express regret if, by an accidental

trespass, I excluded any more efficient champion, or

unwittingly exhausted the patience of a few of those whom
I intended to serve. I am, Sir, yours, &c.,
Nov. 8th, 1886. 

- 

WALTER RIVINGTON.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;May we crave a fraction of space in your journal

for a brief explanation of the amendment proposed and
seconded by us at the General Meeting of the College of
Surgeons on the 4th inst.? That meeting had already so far
exceeded in its duration those of last year that Members of the

College, drawn by the calls of busy practice, had for the
most part left the theatre, and we therefore could not try
the patience of those remaining by a lengthy exposition.
The amendment suggested by us was that, in Mr. Paul
Swain’s resolution bearing upon the widening of the basis
of the Fellowship, the word " first" be inserted before the
word " method." This, the fourth resolution, thus amended,
was subsequently carried as a substantive motion. Now
for its effect. It is that the Council is apprised of the views
of the Members-to wit, that they do not wish to obtain a
Fellowship granted annually by election to ten Members of
twenty years’standing; while they acknowledge with grati-
tude the concession made by the Council in exempting
Members of fifteen years’ standing from the ordeal of the
Primary Examination in Anatomy and Physiology. The
Members of the College are not hankering after a final
decoration, as they do not desire the empty glory of a
Fellowship acquired by an act of grace, or by nomination;
an evil that originated, though in enormously greater
proportion, at the time of the first creation of the Fellow-
ship, and which they had hoped would die out with the
natural term of life of the Fellows then fathered upon the
College. The Members do not call for any change derogatory
to the academic status of a distinction now most honourable
in that it is acquired by examination. On the other hand,
in the second of the two methods adopted by the Council,
they perceive a wise attempt to meet the wants of a few.
Members who have acquired superior skill in surgery and
pathology, and who, while not sufficiently numerous to
cause any anxiety to the exclusive character of the Fellow-
ship, would yet be no mean compeers of men whose circum-
stances in early life have permitted them to enter at the
usual epoch in their professional career the liss of candidates
for that honour. The Members recognise with thankfulness
the consideration of the Council, herein shown, for those
whose practical skill, as evinced by their passing the
searching tests of the Second Examination for the Fellow-
ship, should excuse them from the technical drudgery of
undergoing a fresh training in the latest editions of the
alphabet of their art.
We’ consider the first proposal of the Council, together

with its late position in relation to the Society of Apothe-
caries, as fresh proof, if proof were needed, that without a
few Members of the College of Surgeons sitting upon the
College Council, that body, with howsoever goodwill, can
never effectually keep touch with the majority of its diplo-
mates. At present, though the Members would gladly work
with the Council, they are forced by that body to act outside
it; and the petition, a copy of which appeared on page 43
(advertisement) of your issue of Oct. 16th, will show in
what direction their efforts must tend. At the risk of
monotony, we still ask for further signatures, in order that
our hands may be strengthened to the utmost in an under-
taking the success of which appears to be almost within our
grasp.-We are, Sir, your obedient servants,

WARWICK C. STEELE,
WM. ASHTON ELLIS,

Hon. Sees., Association of Members of Royal College
Nov. 8th, 1886. of Surgeons, England.

WALTER RIVINGTON.

WARWICK C. STEELE,
WM. ASHTON ELLIS,

Hon. Secs., Association of Members of Royal College
of Surgeons, England.

THE ENGLISH CONJOINT BOARD.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;On behalf of myself and colleagues, I beg to call

your attention to the effect of the new regulations of the
Examining Board in England on the recognised provincia
hospitals.
By the present arrangement of the two Colleges, neither

will give its qualification separately, and therefore the

regulations issued by them conjointly must be obeyed by all
those wishing to obtain the diploma of L.R.C.P. or M.R.C.S.


